Dear Frieda and Sol, 


Thanks very much for the H.Y. Observed artile won Oliver ^tone's masterpiece-in-the 

works. It adds confrination to what I've believed for months, that whatevr kind of person 
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he is he is involved with and truting of the assassination nuts. I've written him a sort- 
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of warning, not in the expectation that he'll heed me, if the letter gets to him, but in 
part in the hope it does and I can prevent another assassination atrocity, one that can 
reach a large audience, pf not the largest, and in part because I am trying to wake as much 
of a record as I can for history. 

His judgement is terrible, he anticipates gt'sfeat profits (.with which I agree, as 
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much as what I ean about that business justifies) or both. 

He began with* the Dallas nuts' center started by a wealthy and personable Washing-ton 
lawyer, Bernard ^Bud" Fensterwald, who has an insatiable yen to "solve” the positical assassi- 
nation and who was able to get James Karl nay to ask to be his lawyer. Bud blew that case 
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early on by chickening out on a proposal I'd arnde and with which his then partner not 
only agreed but drew up the papess B^d then did not file. I had a sold case of irfemdial 
denial of Constitutional rights - intrusion into communications with lawyers by inter- 
cepting mail, of which I have copies, after this was prohibited by the trial ffjudge. But 
a nice guy. ^e and his associated buts in Dallas got Htone interested in^the overt ftp 
fraud of a son who claimed his father was a JFK assassin^ When they could not longer 
avoid ^as Fensterwald et al have not) facing the fact that this rascal was a fraud *->tone 
and his people continued their interest in the JFK assassination and according to a friend 
who claims to have seen the contract , hav elg iven. that nut center J80 , OOo to act as subject 
consultants, That in itself is enoughs^ to give ^tone's character and refutation danger if 
not ruin. 

I'd thought of writing ki tone and his reported producer, alex Kitnan Ho, of Camelot 
Productiosn dorp. , t^e only address I could then get, bujf decided not to until x knew more. 

I did learn more from a friend of mine; who becane a "fan" the last tine I spoke in hew York. 
It was at -“arnard and he was thBn at HYU. He ana his friend/ roommate coxae up to me after I 
pskmc spoke. (l w^nt there and returned the same day soj" had no time to get in touch with 
friends, afternoon speech.) lire friend wanted to be a "cause" lawyer , did and died young. 
This fellow, kobert, said he wanted to becoiae a Hollywood writer, went there from college, 
and is a success. He was a writer on The Holden Hirls and that group, X think from a note 
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i just got from him Disney, aitched loin to writing on a ne w show whose name I recall as 

The Fanelli Mothers. (Chat was the last /^ime I saw allard Lowenstein. He was teaching there, 

had been in the audience, and came up to me with admiration for the way in which i handle^ 
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the speaker- terrorizing Yuppies, to wiiich I'll return, by jbisxkthgg that they be allowed 
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to interrupt and then making a laabgihg-stock of them in my responses. 



Alter getting information from Robert that Stone was going for the Garrison dis- 
gustingly . dishonest self -promotions that also are not factual I did write Stone c/o Ho. 

There are two coincidences in the other Stone sources reported in tids Observer 
story. One of the the book3" Coup d 'etat in America^' is by A.J.Weberman, who *s believe 
was the founder of those wild^p Yipyies. ttfs book, coauthored with a ^y named Canfield, 
made positive" identification of Watergating li. Howard $unt as an assassin based on 
an ^allegedly positiove identltitf ication of him as oneihsix of the so-called "tramps" in 
an assassination- time photo of three men who were not tramps. If I reember correctly, it 
was by ear identification, a process invented by a fellow with whom £il and I were friends 
after hoover fired him from the FBI for daring go try to organi^ke^union in about lJ^6, 
x^ike looner. And it hapi«ns that I'd directed the author of the other Bpok, an Ir^Lhman 
who had worked for BBC iffileast he now lives in Ireland, to hike fofa^book on J. E^gar 
Hoover, now behind schedule, When theJBC crew with wliich^his man, Tony Summers, was work- 
were here when he was ^n Balias about 20* 2 Q years ago they were anxious get get him here 
in an effort to disabuse him of some of his wilder theories. One of that crew, and I go into 
this as a sidelight on Kar 3 s Lane, was living with Lane's former wife, a Banish woman who'd 
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b»b fclane te-"children, and he Lane had abandoned them when he was making much money, sending 
no support at all for his own children.) 

Well, it wasn t Hunt and could not have been, a geppality applicable to just hbout 
ill the assassination theories^ome kind of k & wsuit followed and I've forgotten the end. 

I have a file on what is wrong about Weberman and his book but Stone woi 1$ be interests^, 

I think. 

There is another coindicenee on Summers, a woman student who is giving me part-time 

help 6 n such things was ill and could not cone so I spent some time doj5ig some ^Hn £ 

on another momser with a FhB and I came to where he'd written that a Dallas printing plant 

that employed a number of people like Oswald at minimum wage did the Cla' s developing 

and interpretation* of its sjtaellkte photos for the CIA. His source? Summers ' book "Con? 

spiracty . "Of course that is impossible, all these self-designatedd intelligence experts are 

not only imaginatively ignorant ot( intilligence , they are stupid, ffl je Cla does its own 

such work, as is well known, thought in National /''kotographic Interpretation Center if I 
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recall the unit's naae correctly. «»nd who can imagine that such secrets are en- 
trusted to anyone? Eiren those who can see that kind of stuff require a "need to know" 
besides high security clearances. 

Self-portrait of Stone and what lie is working on, I fear. 

His friend say he fears being bumped off. If there were any danger, as there isn't, 
the kind of thing he is working on is his best insurance because it helps the only ones he 
can imagine would have any such motive.Tho story names the CIA. I've seen some of their 
records, more of the'^FBI's, afasf reflecting the uses they make of such awful stuff. It 
fate does help them. within the government. 
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You asked, why my books are not mentioned. c story in which *->ol was involved is 
illustrative of a generality that has been true since JFK was killed. 

Sol sent me to seejiis friend i-iort Puner in early 1965, after the contracted pub- 
lisher broke the contract and never returned the manuscript, in itself, 1 a rar- 

ity. Puner rae- the MS overnight, was enthusiastic, thought they'd do a first-print of 
50,000 copies, high^for that dayjf anyway, but that it would require Frederick PraegerSs 
approval. When Praeger returned from San francisco a gaBrejected the bookj I asked Puner 
why and he told me that praeger told him, "we publish only recognised scholars." In a gew 
years it wai public knowl^t/ge that Praeger was a publisher. 

knd who do you think published the books of the PhD momser 1 was doing some checking 
on when I came on his citation of Summers' fiction about the printing plant doing the 
CIA's most secret work for it? Praeger! 
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The second and current one, Jipy Saga, after it was apparently rejected by a sub- 
sidiary^*? having a reputation of publishing only scholarly works t^at can' t be other- 
wise published, often small, and expensive printings. Greenwood Press. It Had asied'me to 
read and offer an opinion on tke ieoic and for their lousy SI 00 I gave them 97 pages i i i-p 
this page. ^ 

These are two of the $ absolutely worst books I've read and .the most dishonest, all 
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of which I documented in tfee 97 pages, which - really took that time for to mqke a 
' record for history. 

It is not immodesty and not an exaggeration to say that I've done just about all the 
original, factual and meaningful work on -he JDK ana King assassinations. I have a/oout a 
third of a i:iillion~wB Kdxx i~ pages of government records alone. You've seen the extent. So, 
perhaps simplistically, I believe that anyone intending any serious work haS to want what 
everyone ia* the field knows I give access to, those records, or he is not intending ser- 
ious work. There is a possible alternative: -Jstone may think he is being serious but is 
influenced by the nuts and those who are jealous. But he can t know anything about the 
field without knowing the volume of %at 3 have and that nowhere else is there such an 
archive. So I believe that Ms intent if now t is judgement aregflU clear: he does not in- 
tend a serious, factual production. - j a<c 

Because I do want to lave as coi^iete a record as * can <md beC aus oy g uuatre publi- 
cations I do not see, I'll appreciate any otht*r such clippings on the subject in general 
that you see. 

ha !t°. 1 > r line - «* »** to tou «u. 


Would you tnink of ^hSriing the paper and asking 

fo<f the aurhor to see i# he tMnks the person he 

identified. as a. friend of Stone's would" b^An- 
terested in gettxnctMs and other such info to Stone? 
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